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inferred from his betrayal and assassination by his
own comrades of the cloister. Because he could think
reasonably and consistently success did not come to him ;
instead, it fell to Radhertus, who assuredly could not
think, but who 'transubstantiated' the symbolical and
meaningful, making it coarse and sensuous: in so doing
he clearly chimed in with the spirit of his time, which
craved for the concretising of religious occurrences.
Again, in this controversy one can easily recognise
those basic elements which we have already met with in
the disputes commented upon earlier, namely, the abstract
standpoint that is averse from any intercourse with the
concrete object and the concretistic, that is, turned to the
object
Far be it from us to pronounce, from the intellectual
view-point, a one-sided, depreciatory judgment upon Rad-
bertus and his achievement Although to the modern
mind this dogma must appear simply absurd, we must
not be misled on that account into regarding it as historic-
ally worthless, It is, indeed, a showpiece for every
collection of human errors, but its worthlessness is not
therefore eo ipso established; before passing judgment,
we must minutely investigate what this dogma effected
in the religious life of those cetituries, and what our age
still indirectly owes to its operation, It must, for instance
not be overlooked, that it is precisely the belief in the
reality of this miracle that demanded a release of the
psychic process from the purely sensuous; and this cannot
remain without influence upon the nature of the psychic
process. The process of directed thinking, for instance,
becomes absolutely impossible when the sensuous holds
too high a threshold value, By virtue of too high a value
it constantly invades the psyche, where it disintegrates
and destroys the function of directed thinking based as
this is precisely upon the exclusion of the unsuitable,

